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I would like to thank the Rev. John Coleman for allowing us 
to reprint the following articles from his book “Roman 
Catholicism Tested by the Scriptures.” 

This book “The Identity of the Papacy” is being printed as a 
memorial to the late Dr. Hugh Farrell, who was formerly a 
Carmelite Friar in the Roman Church but who eventually, by 
the grace of God, became a preacher of the Gospel. Dr. Farrell 
was a freq'uent visitor to Great Britain and also to our Province. 
He always sought to warn us about the subtlety of the Church of 
Rome. 

We believe that it is essential for us to be well informed of the 
true nature of the Roman Catholic Church and of the erroneous 
doctrines which it teaches. It is our prayer that the message of 
this book will serve this purpose and that it will also stimulate a 
greater regard and reverence for the doctrines of our Reformed 
Faith and Protestant Heritage 

Seamus Milligan 
(July 1984) 



Chapter One 



THE PAPAL ANTI-CHRIST 



The celebration of the 40th International Eucharistic Con- 
gress was held in Melbourne during February, 1973. It was 
accorded the express approval of both civic leaders and church 
dignitaries, and was heralded by many as a great breakthrough 
in church relationships. 

Writing in the Roman Catholic paper, “The Advocate”, prior 
to the Congress Michael Costigan (an ordained priest who now 
works as a journalist, and was officially involved in preparations 
for the Eucharistic Congress) stated: 

“World renowned ecumenists will help set an ecumenical mood 
for the 40th International Eucharistic Congress by addressing 
three public meetings . . . 

The Congress organisers hope that it will give a major new 
impetus to Catholic participation in the Church unity movement 
in Australia.” 

The article concluded on the following note: 

“. . . the outstanding ecumenical event of the week will be at 
the Melbourne Cricket Ground on Thursday, February 22. Many 
thousands of Christians of all denominations are expected to 
gather at the huge stadium for the ecumenical service.” (‘The 
Advocate ”, 14 th December, 1972.) 

It is interesting to note that in this article of some 1,200 
words the word “ecumenical” and its derivatives appear no less 
than twenty times, plus many other references to “unity”. 

We were told that “Australian church leaders” who would 
be present at the meetings to be held in the Melbourne Town 
Hall included: Archbishop Sir Frank Woods, Archbishop Guild- 
ford Young, Bishop David Garnsay, Bishop Aristarchos, the Rt. 
Rev. F. Mackay and the Rt. Rev. Rex Mathias, all of which 
indicated a widespread and keen interest. 

Without doubt there were other churchmen who did not 
share the much publicised enthusiasm. That this was so was 
evident in the resolution passed at the Victorian Baptist Union 
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Moreover, this attitude was confirmed at the much lauded 
Vatican Council II: 

“John XXIII at the opening of the Vatican Council in 1962 
solemnly affirmed that the Church had received intact the Deposit 
of Faith which had been handed down to it from foregoing 
generations, and he added, ‘what matters most to this Ecumenical 
Council is this, that the sacred Deposit of Faith be safeguarded 
and set forth in the most efficacious way possible’. At the close 
of the same Council in 1965, Pope Paul. VI likewise affirmed 
that the Council had maintained, pure and whole, the Faith it 
had received and was now handing on to future generations.” 

“The Faith of our fathers is to become the Faith of our child- 
ren.” {"The Catholic Religion, With Peter and Under Peter" 
page 3.) 

“. . . a careful reading of the sixteen Council Documents will 
demonstrate that the Fathers proclaimed and endorsed the trad- 
itional teaching of the Church and gave no approval whatsoever 
to many current confused and erroneous opinions.” {op cit. 
page 6) . 

The late Cardinal Bea, who held the position of Head of the 
Vatican Secretariat for Christian Unity, wrote quite clearly: 

“No Catholic of education will believe that the council can or 
# would change even a single dogma. The Supreme Pontiff and 
the council have a duty inherent in their ecclesiastical authority 
to preserve whole and entire the doctrine passed to them by 
tradition, and no love for the separated brethren can induce 
us to lay even the lightest hand on the sacred deposit of the 
faith.” {Quoted in “ The Problem of Catholicism ”, Subilia p. 96.) 

With equal clarity Pope Paul spoke at the close of the third 
session of the Second Vatican Council and affirmed: 

“Nothing is really changed in the doctrine of the Church. What 
the church taught for centuries, we teach also.” 

One thing is certain, Rome has not, cannot, dare not, change, 
for to change her doctrines would be to destroy her. 

In the light of that we ask again, who has changed? There 
can be but one answer, Protestantism has changed. One fact to 
be reckoned with is this, the growth of Modernism undermined 
the great Protestant foundation of the authority of Scripture. 
Once that had gone it was a comparatively easy thing to redirect 
Protestant thinking. There arc certain emphases which have dis- 
appeared from many of our theological studies and amongst them 
is a true understanding of the 16th Century Reformation. All 
too often the Reformers are dismissed as blunderers and choleric 
characters. That is a lie. They were not simpletons, and they 
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were not unseeing zealots. They were men of God and they were 
front rank scholars. They were men whose eyes had been opened 
by the Holy Spirit, men with a deep insight into the Word of 
God. It is my conviction that if Protestantism is to be renewed, 
that renewal will only come when we return to a reformed 
theology and regain a grip on the great doctrines of Scripture, 
the doctrines of grace. 

It has been necessary for us to spend time in these explan- 
ations, but now we can turn to the subject on hand: 



THE IDENTITY OF THE PAPACY 

Many folk have never read the Dedicatory Epistle found 
at the beginning of every copy of the Authorised Version of 
the Bible. Notice then the latter half of the third paragraph, 
where in addressing the King the translators say: “. . . they ob- 
serve, that the zeal of your Majesty toward the house of God 
doth not slack or go backward, but is more and more kindled, 
manifesting itself abroad in the farthest parts of Christendom, 
by writing in defence of the Truth (which hath given such a blow 
unto that man of sin, as will not be healed), . . “That man o! 
sin . . to whom were they referring? That is what we are about 
to see. 

Within the ranks of Romanism the Pope of Rome is ad- 
dressed and referred to in terms of adulation: “His Holiness”, 
“The Chief Shepherd”, “The Holy Father”, “the Lord God the 
Pope” and “the Father of Princes and Kings, Ruler of the World, 
the Vicar of our Saviour Jesus Christ”, to mention only a few. 
When we turn to the Scriptures we find titles of a very different 
nature which may be applied to him. 



SOME SCRIPTURAL PREDICTIONS 
L— Daniel 7. “THE LITTLE HORN”. 

In the first seven verses of this chapter Daniel is given a 
prophetic preview of the rise of four nations. It is almost uni- 
versally agreed that these nations were — Babylon; Medo-Persia; 
Greece and Rome. In verse 8 we are told that from the head 
of the fourth beast (the Roman Empire) there emerges a “little 
horn”. Concerning that little horn much detail is given, see verses 
8, 20-21 and 24-25. With a Bible open before you notice that 
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no less than ten features are specified concerning this “Little 
Horn”. 

(a) The Place of Origin, v.8, it rises from the fourth kingdom, 
i.e., from Rome. 

(b) The Time of its Appearance, v.8, it arises after the ten horns, 
i.e., after the division of the Roman Empire into ten terri- 
tories. 

(c) The Innocuous Introduction, v.8, it is a “little horn”, which 
indicates that at the first it has all the appearance of harm- 
lessness. 

(d) The Astonishing Achievements, v.8, it “plucked up” or over- 
threw three other horns. Little at the first it soon grew in 
power! 

(e) The Straightforward Symbolism, v.8, it had eyes and a mouth. 
Clearly it symbolises a man, or a succession of men. 

(f) The Persistent Pride, v.8, “speaking great things”; v.ll, “. . . 
the great words which the horn spake . . .”; v.20, “spake very 
great things”; v.25, “he shall speak great words against the 
Most High.” • 

(g) The Appropriation of Authority, v.25, “. . . and think to 
change times and laws.” 

(h) The Continual Conflict, v.21, “. . . the same horn made war 
with the saints”, v.25, “. . . shall wear out the saints of the 

♦Most High.” 

(i) The Declared Difference, v.24, “. . . and he shall be diverse 
from the first.” 

(j) The Final Fate, v.26, “But the judgment shall sit, and they 
shall take away his dominion, to consume and to destroy it 
unto the end.” 

Now if we can take those ten features and find them com- 
bined in one power would it not be reasonable to say that we 
have discovered that of which God spoke? Let us see then how 
these features are true of Romanism: 

(a) Papal Rome arose out of the Roman Empire. The Pope 
even inherited the emperor’s pagan title of “Pontifex Maxi- 
mus . The Papacy is still the Roman Catholic Church, even 
though it has endeavoured to popularise the thought of the 
“Catholic Church” in recent years. 

(b) Papal Rome arose during the closing period of the Empire’s 
power. 
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(c) Papal Rome began unobtrusively. 

(d) Papal Rome subdued three areas of territory, namely, the 
Heruli, the Vandals and the Ostrogoths. 

(e) Papal Rome is centred in a man — the Pope. 

(f) Papal Rome has always spoken great things, and claimed 
great power for its decrees. 

(g) Papal Rome appropriates to itself power which belongs only 
to God. 

(h) Papal Rome has always bitterly opposed the saints of God. 

(i) Papal Rome is diverse from all other kingdoms, for whereas 
other kingdoms claim temporal power, Papal Rome claims 
both temporal and spiritual power. 

(j) Papal Rome will suffer the judgment of God. 

The points of similarity are irrefutable, and had we but 
time we could enlarge on each matter with yet further proof 
regarding the identity of this “Little Horn”. But we must move 
on to show that God has not only provided us with this Old 
Testament preview of the Papacy, He has also given a New Testa- 
ment description to confirm and corroborate our interpretation 
of this “Little Horn” of Daniel 7. 

2.-2 Thessalonians 2:1-12. “THE MAN OF SIN”. 

Note the salient points of this passage: 

(a) The Situation, v.4, “. . . he . . . sitteth in the temple of 
God . . ” 

(b) The Self-exaltation, v.4, “Who opposeth and exalteth himself 
above all ...” 

(c) The Limitation, v.6-7, “ye know what withholdeth.” There 
was, at the time that Paul was writing, a power which res- 
trained the full manifestation of the man of sin. 

(d) The Deception, v.9-10, The man of sin was to be marked by 
a power of deceit which was nothing less than Satanic. 

(e) The Identification, v.3, “the son of perdition.” This was a 
title given to Judas Iscariot (John 17:12). Like Judas the 
“man of sin” of whom the apostle writes was to feign friend- 
ship yet be a foe! 

(f) The Destruction, v.8, “whom the Lord shall consume . . . and 
shall destroy.” 

Once again we draw the points of identity: 
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(a) “He sitteth in the temple of God.” Some have supposed this 
to indicate a temple built of stone. However, believing that 
the destruction of the temple at Jerusalem in A.D. 70 termin- 
ated the Divine interest in any building made with hands, we 
prefer the following interpretation: 

“By the temple of God is meant the church . . . The external 
visible church which professeth the faith of Christ and beareth 
His name; so that the place wherein Antichrist shall arise is the 
visible Christian church . . . 

“But is then the Church of Rome the Church of Christ? 

“Ans. It was one part of it before it was perverted; it usurpeth 
still that name; it retaineth some relic of a church, mangled as 
it is.” ("Works of Thomas M ant on”, Vol. 3. Page 40.) 

The meaning of this passage is that the man of sin would 
rise in the midst of the professing Christian Church — and that 
is exactly what happened in the rise of Roman Catholicism! 

(b) The men of the Papal succession have made greater claims, 
issued more exacting commands and received more pomp 
and ceremony than any royal personage. 

(c) The full revelation of the man of sin was held in restraint. 
By *what power? Some have suggested that Paul speaks of 
the power of the Holy Spirit. This is really quite untenable. 
Hear John Calvin: “Chrysostom, holding that it can be under- 

' stood only as referring to the Spirit or to the Roman Empire, 
prefers to incline towards the latter view. He has good reason 
to do this, because Paul would not have spoken of the Spirit 
in an obscure way, whereas in speaking of the Roman Empire 
he wanted to avoid an offensive expression.” To this we have 
the agreement of many early Christian writers. 

(d) The man of sin is described as being both an imitation of 
Christ and a contrast to Him, for he is to use “power and 
signs”, but he does so through the “working of Satan”, v.9. 
What else but the deceits of Satan are the Mass, the Priest- 
hood, Mariolatry, the Confessional and Penances? It is by 
these means that the Papal system damns the souls of men. 

(e) The man of sin is to be like Judas Iscariot, a pretended 
friend, but in reality an implacable foe. That the Papacy is 
indeed a great foe of the true Gospel is without question. 
When she puts on her most friendly look she is most danger- 
ous, giving the smile of love in her approach, but the kiss of 
death through the false doctrines she holds. 

(0 The man of sin is doomed to destruction at the hand of the 
Lord, v.8, even as Daniel had earlier foretold. 



8 



You will see that the points of similarity between Daniel’s 
“Little Horn” and Paul’s “man of sin” are so plain that identity 
is beyond question. But look a little closer at the fourth verse 
of 2 Thessalonians 2. 

1 . “He as God”. What are the titles lavished on the Pope? “The 
Supreme Pontiff, the Pope”, “The Holy Father”, “Our Lord 
God the Pope”. History records for us the proud and pompous 
claims of the popes down through the years. Today the claims 
may not be as loud, but earlier claims have never been re- 
pealed and the present Pope still accepts the titles just men- 
tioned and accepts the worship of men. 

2. “sitteth in the temple of God”, that is, he is situated within 
the body of Christian profession. Note, the Scriptures do not 
say he is of the temple of God. But, to the world at large the 
Papacy is “in” the temple of God, regarded as a part of the 
Christian Church. 

3. “showing himself that he is God”. In 1894 Pope Leo XIII 
said: “We hold the place of Almighty God on earth.” 

4. “exalteth himself above all that is called God, or that is 
worshipped”. What is there that is “called God” and is 
“worshipped” within the Roman system? Undoubtedly this is 
to be applied to the “Host”. The “Host” is the wafer which 
is consecrated in the celebration of the Eucharist. 

At the time of the coronation of a new pope, the “host” 
is consecrated and placed on the high altar in St. Peter’s at 
Rome. That “host” is God in every aspect so far as the 
Roman faith is concerned. “After two short prayers, the 
Priest relates the first Consecration by our Lord Himself on 
the night before He died: and when he repeats Our Lord’s 
own words, the Bread is changed into our Lord Himself’ 
(“What is he doing at the Altar?”, page 25). 

Now notice this, above the high altar in St. Peter’s there 
is a throne and when the Mass is concluded and the host is 
on the altar the Pope is invested with his scarlet robes and 
set upon the throne above the altar. In the ceremony which 
follows the bishops kiss the feet of the Pope, which act is 
known as “The Adoration”. In 1846 the Roman Catholic 
paper, “The Universe” (27th June), gave this official descrip- 
tion of the ceremony of the installation of the Pope: 

“He is borne in the pontifical chair, and is placed on the High 

Altar, a spot consecrated by the actual presence of the body, 
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blood, soul and divinity of a living Christ. He sits on the High 
Altar, using it as his footstool, and enthroned as King, he is 
adored as a God in the same manner as is the consecrated wafer, 
adored by the Cardinal Princes, who kiss his feet which rest 
on the Altar of the Supreme. He sits in the temple of God. 
showing Himself as if he were God” 

You see, it is almost a word for word quotation of Paul’s 
description of the man of sin! 

This ceremony of adoration of the pope has been repeated 
annually for centuries. It was most certainly continued up to the 
time of Pope John XXIII, and so far as I know is continued for 
the present Pope. 

Now notice John Calvin’s comments on the passage under 
consideration: 



“Paul ... is not speaking of one individual, but of a kingdom 
that was to be seized by Satan for the purpose of setting up a 
seat of abomination in the midst of God’s temple. This we see 
accomplished in popery.” 



Again, at the close of his comments on 2 Thessalonians 2:4: 

* “Now anyone who has learned from Scripture what are the 
# things that belong particularly to God, and who on the other 
hand considers well what the Pope usurps for himself, will not 
have much difficulty in recognising Antichrist, even though he 
were a ten year old boy.” 

We believe that to be true, and believe that a careful exe- 
gesis of 2 Thessalonians 2:3-10 will sustain this view of the 
Roman Antichrist, though we do not now take space for such 
an exercise. 

We have now traced the identity of the Papacy in the words 
of both Daniel and the Apostle Paul. However, our prophetic 
preview, our Biblical delineation, is not yet complete. To the 
words given to Daniel and to the words of the Apostle, we must 
add the description given to the Apostle John. 

3. — REVELATION 13 and 17. 

Two great previews of the Papacy are given in this book 
of the Revelation. In chapter 13 we see its rise and reign, and 
in chapter 17 we see its deeds, decline and destruction. In Rev- 
elation 13 it is seen as the second beast (13:11-18), later to be 
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identified as the false prophet (19:20). In Revelation 17 Roman- 
ism is seen as “Mystery Babylon the Great, the Mother of 
Harlots”. 

For the sake of space we turn our attention only to Revel- 
ation 17, and indeed to only a few verses of that chapter. Revel- 
ation 17:3-5. Notice these words: 

v.3 * “I saw a woman”, remember, Rome is “Holy Mother 
Church”. 

* “sit upon a scarlet coloured beast”. That was the colour 
of Imperial Rome, from which Papal Rome emerged, and 
whose colours she adopted. 

* “full of names of blasphemy”. We have already remarked 
upon the blasphemy of the Papacy in its appropriation of 
Divine names and titles. 

* “having seven heads and ten horns”. We are not left in 
any doubt concerning the significance of these symbols 
for the interpretation is given in v.9 and v.12. 

• v.9, “The seven heads are seven mountains”, i.e., the 
seven hills upon which the city of Rome was built. 

• v.12, “And the ten horns . . . are ten kings”, i.e., the 
ten territories into which the Roman Empire was div- 

- ided before the Papacy emerged. 

v.4 ★ “And the woman was arrayed in purple and scarlet”. These 
represent the rich vestments of the papal clergy (Vest- 
ments which were much in evidence during the Eucharistic 
Congress held in Melbourne). 

* “decked with gold and precious stones and pearls”. This 
represents the amazing wealth of the Roman Church. There 
is actually a ceremonial coat worn by the Pope on certain 
occasions which is covered with pearls. 

* “having a golden cup in her hand full of abominations and 
filthiness of her fornications”. It is from this cup of 
apparent beauty that Rome drugs and deludes the nations 
of the world. 

v.5 ★ “Mystery Babylon”. The significance of this is that the 
world cannot understand who or what she is. Only those 
taught by the Holy Spirit and enlightened by the Scrip- 
tures discern her true nature. The world does not know 
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what Romanism really is, for the world accepts her for 
what she claims to be, a true Christian Church. But in 
the sight of God she is as Babylon of old. This is so, for 
as Alexander Hislop has shown in his irrefutable book, 
“The Two Babylons”, Romanism is nothing but ancient 
paganism with a measure of Christian truth added to de- 
ceive the uninformed. God’s estimate of Romanism is found 
in the remaining words of this verse: “The mother of 
harlots and abominations of the earth”. 

v.6 ★ “And I saw the woman drunken with the blood of the 
saints, and with the blood of the martyrs of Jesus”. We 

recall that in Daniel’s preview of the “Little Horn” we 
learned that the one foreshadowed was to persecute the 
saints. Now although Pagan Rome persecuted the saints 
it could not be maintained that the Empire was drunken 
with the blood of “the saints”. Pagan Rome persecuted 
far and wide, it was Papal Rome that was to fulfil this 
prediction, and shed the blood of “the saints”. When we 
call to mind the fact that it has been estimated that the 
Church of Rome has been responsible for at least fifty 
million martyrs we can understand why the Scriptures de- 
clare that she is “drunken with the blood of the saints”. 

Now some folk are undoubtedly surprised that we should 
find the Papacy in these prophetic utterances. Well, you are not 
the first to be surprised at this thing. Mark the closing words of 
Revelation 17:6: “I wondered with great admiration”, or “I was 
filled with utter amazement” (J. B. Phillips). John would not have 
been so astonished to learn that a pagan power was to persecute 
the saints. What astonished him was that a professing Church 
should be guilty of such a thing! 

Enough! But notice this, if one were to take the description 
of Daniel’s Little horn, of Paul’s Man of Sin and of John’s Mother 
of Harlots, put them in the hands of a policeman and call for an 
arrest — Papal Rome would undoubtedly be Suspect Number 
One! It was on the basis of these repeated similarities that one 
Scottish preacher paused in his exposition of Scriptures regarding 
the Antichrist and apostrophised the Papacy: “If you are not of 
the Beast, it is a pity you are so like him.” 

We have endeavoured to set forth, as briefly as possible 
some of the Biblical reasons for identifying the Papacy with the 
predicted Antichrist. Our purpose has been to show that the 
Reformers did not identify the Papacy as Antichrist simply be- 
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cause it was the great enemy of the Gospel at that time. Certainly 
that fact would have influenced their thinking, but their claim was 
first of all grounded in the exposition of the Scriptures. 

I know that it has been popular in recent years to apply 
these prophetic passages in a way quite different. They are fre- 
quently interpreted as a reference to some malignant character 
who is yet to appear. Antichrist is spoken of in terms which 
depict him as a Furious Fuehrer, a Diabolical Dictator, or the 
world’s greatest atheist! Notice, however, that such an interpre- 
tation is not in line with the information that we are given in the 
Scriptures. In 1 John, the chief mark of antichrist is apostasy. 
Also, we must understand that the word “antichrist” does not of 
necessity mean only “against Christ” or “opposed to Christ”. It 
can also have the sense of “instead of Christ”, or perhaps a com- 
bination of both ideas. Bearing that in mind it is at least interest- 
ing to see that the Papal title, “Vicar of Christ” can only be ex- 
pressed in Greek by the word ANTI-Christ, that is, the VICE- 
Christ, the SUBSTITUTE-Christ. How interesting to find that the 
Popes have claimed for themselves a title which is the exact equiv- 
alent of the word which John coined for the opposer of the Lord 
Jesus Christ! 

Our objection to the Papacy is no mere caprice, we are 
dealing with a deep seated theological matter. The papal title 
“Vicar of Christ” is supposed to indicate that a pope stands in 
the place of Christ. That claim we repudiate. Many years ago I 
found a little book on a second-hand book stall. Written by the 
late Montague Goodman it bore the title “The Vicar of Christ”. 
It was "a study on the ministry of the Holy Spirit. The Master 
promised that He would send the Holy Spirit as the abiding 
Strengthener of His believing people, “I will send Him unto you” 
(John 16:7). There is only one who can be present with God’s 
people instead of Christ, the gracious Holy Spirit. HE is the 
alone Vicar of Christ. The Pope, then, is an imposter! 

It will be wise to add this further word: we would not 
contend that Papal Rome necessarily exhausts the Bible’s pre- 
dictions regarding the Antichrist. Living as we do at a point of 
time much later than the Reformers, we can see other expressions 
of Antichrist’s powers. We can see Communism, materialism, 
and hedonism, with its love of pleasure and debasing of social 
culture. All of these are forces seducing men from faith in the 
living God. In the fullest sense the Great Harlot of Revelation 17 
symbolises all the anti-christian seductiveness that this world can 
ever know. Nevertheless, I feel convinced that we have strong 
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Scriptural evidence when we contend that Papal Rome is the 
prominent and principal fulfilment of these prophetic passages. 
Even though we may see other bodies which approximate some 
of the matters specified with regard to Antichrist, I find that 
whatever else I may see as the fulfilment of the “little horn”, 
the “man of sin”, the “false prophet” and the “Mother of Har- 
lots”, the Roman Antichrist is an inescapable fact. 

Now, in case anyone should think that I have produced 
some new form of prophetic interpretation, permit me to quote 
from a number of well known and reliable Bible commentators: 



SOME SCHOLARLY CONSIDERATIONS 

Hear first of all the esteemed Matthew Henry commenting 
on 2 Thessalonians 2:4: 

“. . . to whom can this better apply than to the Bishops of 
Rome . . .?” 

And on Revelation 17: 

“This beast (is) the Papacy . . .” 

We turn next to William Burkitt on 2 Thessalonians 2: 

. . by the man of sin understand not a particular and individ- 
ual person, but a society and succession of men, such as is 
found in and among the papacy . .” 

And on Revelation 17: 

“The present papal church of Rome deserves this name (i.e. the 
great whore) having been guilty of the greatest defection and 
apostasy from the true evangelical doctrine and worship that ever 
was in the world.’’ 

Now we turn to John Trapp, of whom Spurgeon said: . . 

he who shall excel Trapp had need rise very early in the morn- 
ing. Trapp is my especial companion and treasure.” Trapp applies 
the whole passage in 2 Thessalonians 2 to the papacy, and on 
Revelation 17, he comments: 

. . the Romish whore . . . condemned of God . . ." 



Amongst Methodist scholars few have arisen who can sur- 
pass Adam Clarke. With regard to 2 Thessalonians 2, Clarke 
spends more than six pages on the evidence of scholars and in 
his summary says: 
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. . the most pointed part of the evidence here adduced tends 
to fix the whole on the Romish church, and on no other.” 

Turning to his comments on Revelation 17, we find him 
no less explicit: 

“. . . this woman is the Latin Church . . . she affects the style 
and title of our Holy Mother church; but she is, in truth, the 
mother of harlots and abominations of the earth.” 

Bishop Eilicott has this to say on Revelation 17: 

“Is it then, the question must be asked, Papal Rome? The 
answer is: In so far as Papal Rome has wielded tyrant power, 
turned persecutor, stood between the spirits of men and Christ, 
depraved men's consciences, withheld the truth, connived at vic- 
iousness, sought aggrandisement, and been a political engine 
rather than a witness for the righteous King, she has inherited 
the features of Babylon. The recognition of these features led 
Dante to apply this very passage in the Apocalypse to Rome 
under the rule of worldly and tyrant popes when he exclaim- 
ed . . . 

‘Of shepherds like to you the Evangelist 
Was ware, when her who sits upon the waves 
With kings in filthy whoredom, he beheld . . .’ ” 

In “Notes on the New Testament”, John Wesley expounds 
both Revelation 13 and 17 at great length, and applies both 
prophecies to the Roman church in detail. 

The scholarly Dean Henry Alford discusses Revelation 17 
at length and affirms: 

“I do not hesitate therefore ... to maintain that interpretation 
which regards papal . . Rome as pointed out by the harlot of 
this vision.’’ 



In a splendid little book, first published over a century ago, 
Christopher Wordsworth, one time Canon of Westminster, wrote: 

“Nearly Eighteen Centuries have passed away since the Holy 
Spirit prophesied, by the mouth of St. John, that this mystery 
would be revealed in that city which was then the Queen of the 
Earth, the City on Seven Hills, — the City of Rome. 

“. . . Age after age rolled away . . . Then the form of the 
Mystery became more and more distinct. The Seven Hills and 
the Woman sitting upon them became visible. Her voice was 
heard. Strange sounds of blasphemy were muttered by her. Then 
they became" louder and louder. And the golden chalice in her 
hand, her scarlet altirc, her pearls and jewels, glittering in the 
sun. Kings and nations were seen prostrate at her feet, and drink- 
ing her cup. Saints were slain by her sword. And now the 
prophecy became clear, clear as noon-day; and we tremble at 
the sight, while we read the inscription in large letters, ‘MYS- 
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TERY BABYLON THE GREAT’, written by the hand of St. 
John, guided by the Spirit of God, on the forehead of the 
Church of Rome*’. (“Babylon — The Church of Rome ”, paves 
81 - 82 .) 

I would conclude these quotations by referring to that great- 
est of all scholars of the Historical school, Dr. H. Grattan Guin- 
ness. Towards the close of an extended study of the prophetic 
passages which have been before us, he writes: 



. . read this wonderful prophecy concerning ‘Babylon the 
Great’ in the clear and all-revealing light of history. 1 ask those 
of you who have read the history of the last eighteen centuries, 
did not Rome Christian become a harlot? Did it not glorify itself 
to be as a queen, and call itself the Mistress of the World? 
Did it not ride upon the body of the beast, or fourth empire, 
and govern its actions for centuries? Did not Papal Rome array 
itself in purple and scarlet, and deck itself with gold and prec- 
ious stones and pearls? Is not this its attire still? We appeal to 
the facts. Go to the churches and see. Look at the priests; look 
at the cardinals; look at the popes; look at the purple robes 
they wear; look at their scarlet; see the encrusted jewels; look 
at the luxurious palaces in which they live; look at the eleven 
thousand halls and chambers in the Vatican; and the unbounded 
wealth and glory gathered there; look at the gorgeous spectacles 
in St. Peter’s at Rome, casting even the magnificence of royalty 
into the shade. Go and sec these things, or read the testimony 
of those who have seen them. Shamelessly Rome wears the very 
raiment, the very hues and colours, portrayed on the pages of 
inspired prophecy. You may know the harlot by her attire, as 
certainly as by the name upon her brow”. (“Romanism and the 
Reformation”, p.101.) 



In view of these things we ought not to be surprised at the 
^conclusions reached by the Reformers, and firmly held by suc- 
ceeding generations of Protestant believers. 

* JOHN WYCLIFF expounded on Daniel’s “little horn”, and 
identified Romanism as its fulfilment, then appealed: “Why is 
it necessary in unbelief to look for another Antichrist?” 

* MARTIN LUTHER wrote a book entitled, “On the Babylonian 

Captivity of the Church”. In that book he says that the Papacy 
is: . . nothing else than the kingdom of Babylon and of very 

Antichrist . . . For who is the man of sin and the son of 
perdition, but he who by his teaching and his ordinances in- 
creases the sin and perdition of souls in the Church; while he 
yet sits in the Church as if he were God? . . .” 

* PHILLIP MELANCKTHON wrote: “. . . it is most manifest 
and true without any doubt, that the Roman Pontiff, with his 
whole order and kingdom, is very Antichrist . . . Likewise in 
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2 Thessalonians 2, Paul clearly says that the man of sin will 
rule in the Church exalting himself above the worship of God.” 

* JOHN CALVIN, in his classic “Institutes”, says: “Rome, in- 
deed, was once the mother of all the churches, but since she 
began to be the seat of Antichrist she ceased to be what she 
was.” He proceeds to enlarge upon the evidence for his con- 
clusions, then asserts: “Seeing then that it is certain that the 
Roman Pontiff has impudently transferred to himself the most 
peculiar properties of God and Christ, there cannot be a doubt 
that he is the leader and standard-bearer of an impious and 
abominable kingdom.” 

* JOHN KNOX, the father and founder of Scottish Presbyter- 
ianism, launched the Reformation in Scotland with an expos- 
ition on Daniel 7. Hear his words: 

*\ . . for your Roman church, as it is now corrupted ... I no 
more doubt that it is the synagogue of Satan, and the head 
thereof, called the pope, to be the man of sin, of whom the 
apostle speaketh, than I doubt that Jesus Christ suffered by the 
procurement of the visible church of Jerusalem.” 

The English reformers were equally clear and outspoken 
on their views of the Papacy. 

* HUGH LATIMER appealed to Ridley: “Yea, what fellowship 
hath Christ with Antichrist? Therefore it is not lawful to bear 
the yoke with Papists. ‘Come forth from among them and sep- 
arate yourselves from them, saith the Lord’.” 

* NICHOLAS RIDLEY declared: “The see of Rome is the see 
of Satan, and the Bishop of the same, that maintaineth the 
abominations thereof, is antichrist himself indeed.” 

* THOMAS CRANMER said: “Antichrist of Rome . . hath ex- 
tolled himself above his fellow bishops, as God’s vicar, yea, 
rather as God himself . . .” After referring to the prophecies 
of Daniel and the Revelation he said, “Whereof it followeth 
Rome to be the seat of Antichrist, and the Pope to be very 
Antichrist himself. I could prove the same by many other 
Scriptures, old writers and strong reasons.” 

As you reflect on the witness of these men remember that 
Cranmer was the first Protestant bishop of Canterbury; Ridley 
was bishop of London, and Latimer was bishop of Worcester. 
As we have already said, these men were not simpletons but 
front rank scholars and spiritual leaders in their day. In these 
days when the faith is held so lightly and error embraced so 
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easily it may provide some measure of inspiration if we call to 
mind the description given us of the martyrdom of Ridley and 
Latimer in Foxe’s Book of Martyrs: “A lighted faggot was now 
laid at Dr. Ridley’s feet, which caused Mr. Latimer to say, ‘Be 
of good cheer, Ridley, and play the man. We shall this day, by 
God’s grace, light up such a candle in England as I trust, will 
never be put out’.” Dare we today allow that candle of Biblical 
and Protestant truth to be extinguished? 

Many more quotations could be compiled from the writings 
of Christian leaders, but we will draw these comments together 
by referring to two standard works. First, the Westminster Con- 
fession of Faith, the subordinate standard of the Presbyterian 
Church. Chapter 25, section 6, reads: 

“There is no other head of the Church but the Lord Jesus 
Christ: nor can the Pope of Rome in any sense be head thereof; 
but is that antichrist, the man of sin, and the son of perdition, 
that exalteth himself in the church against Christ and all that is 
called God ” 

(In the light of today’s Ecumenical climate it is surely sig- 
nificant to read that there are now propositions that this passage 
be removed from the Confession of Faith!) 

Secondly, The Baptist Confessions of faith were for long 
years worded in similar terms, in fact, the Second London Con- 
fession, commonly known as the 1869 Confession, is an exact* 
copy of the Westminster Confession on this point. 

In line with all this we find that Dr. Walter Criswell, pastor 
of the great First Baptist Church, Dallas, Texas, expounds Rev- 
elation 17 in these words: 

. . the worship of mother and child spread throughout the 
whole world, from Babylon to Assyria, to Phoenicia, to Perga- 
mos, and finally to Rome itself. There the Roman Emperor was 
elected Pontifex Maximus . . . and when the Roman Emperor 
passed away, that title of the rites and mysteries of the cult 
of mother and child, the Babylon mystery of idolatry, was as- 
sumed by the Bishop of Rome.” 

He proceeds to apply the matters in that chapter to the 
Church of Rome. 

In a recent commentary on the Book of the Revelation, 
“Victory Pageant”, Robert Wallace Orr, a missionary with the 
Christian Brethren in Pakistan, writes: 

“The woman sitting on the beast . . . primarily represents pagan 
Rome presiding over her empire, corrupting it with her luxury 
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and vice. Yet while these facts are all too true to history, we 
believe that this prophecy had only its beginning in Pagan Rome; 
its spiritual completion is in Papal Rome, its successor, which 
is now preparing to resume leadership of the world-church of 
apostate Christianity. 

“There was much which was noble in the Rome of John's day. 
and there is much solid good in the Roman Catholic Church 
of our day. I gladly acknowledge many priests and people of 
that communion as better and wiser men than I, and I value 
their many good works of charity and of scholarship ... It is 
therefore with reluctance and regret (I write this in the fear 
of God) that I state my conviction that history and experience 
confirm that interpretation of Scripture concerning Rome which 
has been widely held during the past 700 years, and which is 
maintained in this commentary.” ( pages 129 and 131.) 

I remind you that I said that we would see that the applica- 
tion of these prophetic passages to the Church of Rome is no 
new thing. It has indeed been the consistent intrepretation of the 
Protestant and evangelical faith for the last seven hundred years. 
Therefore we do no new thing in identifying the Papacy, though 
we do that which is unpopular in today’s ecumenical atmosphere, 
and even, we must add, unpopular amongst many evangelicals. 
However, we are constrained to ask — Why is it that those who 
claim to be Protestants no longer maintain the faith of their 
fathers, and no longer expound the Scriptures to the condemna- 
tion of the Romanist system? 

To such a question as that there are lengthy answers. But 
to put it briefly, it is because Protestantism has shifted its pos- 
ition. There are many contributing factors, not least the spread 
of modernism. We also have to see that the Papacy itself has 
changed its manner of presentation. She does not appear to 
Australians as the fierce little horn of Daniel 7; nor as the man 
of sin of 2 Thessalonians 2; nor as the mystery whore of Revel- 
ation 17. The explanation for this is not far away. Our fathers 
in the faith understood the changing faces of Romanism, for 
they affirmed of the Papacy: “In the minority a lamb; in equality 
a fox; in the majority a tiger.” 

In Australia we see Rome as the lamb, but before you pass 
judgment go and study the Papacy in Eire, or in South America, 
or in those parts of the Continent of Europe where Rome still 
holds sway. Rome is chameleon-like and can suit her appearance 
to every situation. At the time of the 40th International Euchar- 
istic Congress we saw her at her plausible best. She was decked 
in her colourful robes, impressing men with her pomp and cere- 
mony, indeed it was the pageantry which captured the minds 
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of our newspaper reporters! But in association with that there 
were her abominable doctrines inherited from pagan Babylon. 
It is by her outward appeal to the flesh and to the natural man 
that Papal Rome, Satan’s masterpiece of counterfeit, deceives, 
exploits and damns the souls of men. 

The affirmed purpose of the International Eucharistic Con- 
gress was the furtherance of Ecumenical" relationships. The only 
way for this to be achieved is that members of denominations 
which have been known as Protestant must abandon yet more of 
the precious Gospel of the grace of God; must jettison yet more 
of those Bible truths for which the reformed faith has stood, 
and be led to accept yet more of Rome’s errors. 

Before we take such a step, I plead for a consideration of 
% the Papacy in the light of the Scriptures. We need a depth of 
conviction regarding the Gospel truth, an adhesion to the doc- 
trines of grace, and a readiness to “earnestly contend for the 
faith which was once (for all) delivered unto the saints” (Jude v.3). 

To speak of the Papacy in terms of uncompromising con- 
demnation is not an easy thing. However, let it be known that it 
would be dishonouring to our God if we failed to expound the 
Scriptures and be faithful to the Gospel. Silence would be a 
shame to us. I recall one dear Christian friend who said to me 
on one occasion: “Pastor, I agree with you about Romanism, 
but do we really have to say so?” Shame on him! 

Have we forgotten that all that is needed for the triumph 
of evil is that good men remain silent? We must recognise that 
the 40th International Eucharistic Congress was a deception which 
has led many away from the true Gospel of the grace of God, 
away from “the simplicity that is in Christ” (2 Corinthians 11:3). 

In October, 1536, that gracious saint of God, William Tyn- 
dale, was put to death at the stake. The little reformer was led 
from his cell to the place of execution. Moments before the 
executioner strangled him he uttered the immortal cry, “Lord! 
Open the King of England’s eyes.” We borrow his prayer at this 
time and make it our prayer, “Lord, open the eyes of Thy be- 
lieving people; open the eyes of the men of our city; open the 
eyes of our nation, and indeed of the world, to the errors of 
Romanism.” 

God grant us a revival of the true Biblical and Protestant 

faith. 
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Chapter Two 

THE TRAGEDY OF THE MASS 



In view of the nature of the subject before us and because 
this matter demands some very straight speaking, I feel it both 
necessary and wise to make one point with clarity right at the 
outset. It is this, nothing that I say is intended to bemean or be- 
little individual members of the Roman Catholic Church. 

Most folk have neighbours, friends, colleagues, perhaps 
relatives, who profess the Roman Catholic faith. The integrity, 
kindness and sincerity of these folk is not in question. We have 
nothing but love in our hearts towards Roman Catholics as per- 
sons. 



In this message we are again dealing with principles, with 
doctrine, with official Roman Catholic teaching. Our purpose is 
to take just one aspect of Roman doctrine, and subject it to the 
supreme test: “To the law and to the testimony: if they speak 
not according to this Word it is because there is no light in 
them” (Isaiah 8:20). The Lord Jesus exhorts men to: “Search 
the Scriptures” (John 5:39). Twice over the Apostle Paul appeal- 
ed to the Christian’s final authority: “What saith the Scripture?” 
(Rom. 4:3; Gal. 4:30). 

We must commence by establishing what Roman Catholic 
doctrine is with regard to the Eucharist, or the Mass, for both 
words indicate the same celebration. It is not sufficient that I 
tell you what I think the Roman Church teaches. It is necessary 
that we go to her own writings and hear what is claimed, indeed, 
claimed repeatedly and in unmistakable words. 

A SURVEY OF THE MASS 

We turn first to “The Catholic Religion”, a bound copy of 
“A Course of Twenty Lessons”, published by The Catholic En- 
quiry Centre. Lesson 9 bears the title: “The Sacrifice of the 
Mass”. On page 99 we read this concerning the institution of The 
Last Supper by the Lord Jesus: 

— “With the power of God, to whom nothing is impossible or 
difficult, he changed bread and wine into his body and blood 
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and offered them to his Father as a sacrifice. He gave them to 
his Apostles to eat and drink, so uniting them intimately with 
himself and with each other. He offered himself, under the ap- 
pearances of bread and wine, to God the Father to atone for 
the sins of the world. The following day he offered that same 
sacrifice on the cross, shedding his blood and giving his life. 



On page 101 we read: 

“The priest in the Mass pronounces over the bread and wine the 
words of Christ: ‘This is my body . . . this is the chalice of 
my blood.’ By the power of God the bread and wine arc 
changed into the body and blood of Christ.” 

Now from page 104: 

“The sacrifice of the Mass is one and the same sacrifice as that 
of the cross. The Mass adds nothing to the Last Supper of 
Calvary. It is the same thing ... In the Mass, Christ uses the 
hand, lips and heart of man, and offers himself without blood- 
shed under the appearances of bread and wine.” 

Page 105, beneath a picture of a priest breaking the wafer: 

“The priest at Mass breaks the consecrated bread before receiv- 
ing Christ and offering him to the people.” 

Finally, from page 107: 

“. . . the priest says over the bread and wine the words spoken 
by Christ at the Last Supper, and Christ by his divine power 
changes them into his body and blood. He offers himself to the 
Father, as he did on the cross and at the Last Supper, and gives 
himself to his people as spiritual food.” 

We have no question at all about the power of God or of 
Christ to accomplish such changes as are there described, if they 
so purposed. We do, however, utterly repudiate the interpretation 
put on the Scriptures quoted, and the doctrine of Transubstantia- 
ion there taught. 

We next turn to the booklet, “What is he Doing?”, published 
by the Catholic Truth Society. On pages 25 and 26 we read: 

“. . . when he (the priest) repeats our Lord’s own words, the 
bread is changed into our Lord Himself, and the priest bows 
his knee in adoration of our Lord . . . Then the priest does the 
same for the Chalice, and the wine in it is turned into the 
blood of our Lord . . . Our Lord docs not die any more; but 
exists upon our altars, flesh and blood, body and soul, human 
nature and divine nature, just as He is in heaven eternally.” 



Our next quotations are taken from “Saint Joseph Sunday 
Missal, Approved Australian Edition”. It was published in 1966 
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and is said to be: “In accordance with the New Revised Liturgy”. 
We select passages from page 21: 

“The same Christ who offered himself to the Father on the 
cross offers himself in the Mass under the appearances of bread 
and wine.” 



“THE CELEBRANT OFFERS THE BREAD: 

Accept, Holy Father, almighty and everlasting God, this un- 
blemished host, which I, Your unworthy servant, offer to You, 
my living and true God, for my countless offences and failings, 
for all here present, and for all the faithful, living and dead. 
May IT help both them and me unto salvation and eternal life. 
Amen.” 

Now notice the teaching contained in “Catechism for 
Adults”, by the Very Reverend James Alberione, New Vatican II 
Edition, published 1971. 

“Why is the Holy Eucharist called the center and summit of the 
Sacraments? 

“In the Holy Eucharist Christ is present in a unique way, whole 
and entire, God and man, substantially and permanently. 

“Especially from the Eucharist, as from a font, grace is poured 
forth upon us; and the sanctification of men in Christ and the 
glorification of God is achieved in the most efficacious possible 
way/’ (Page 195.) 

The Chapter is concluded with a quotation from “The Credo 
of the People of God”, by Pope Paul VI; from which we give 
the following, extracts: 

“We believe that the Mass, celebrated by the priest ... is the 
sacrifice of Calvary rendered sacramentally present on our altars 
. . . the bread and wine consecrated by the priest are changed 
into the body and blood of Christ . . . this mysterious change is 
very appropriately called by the Church transubstantiation. Every 
theological explanation which seeks some understanding of this 
mystery must, in order to be in accord with Catholic faith, main- 
tain that in the reality itself, independently of our mind, the 
bread and wine have ceased to exist after the Consecration, 
so that it is the adorable body and blood of the Lord Jesus 
. . ” (Pages 204-5.) 

In “Instruction on the Worship of the Eucharistic Mystery” 
we read: 

“For in the sacrifice of the Mass Our Lord is immolated when 
‘he begins to be present sacramentally as the spiritual food of 
the faithful under the appearances of bread and wine . . .* 
(Page 5.) 

“The Eucharistic Sacrifice is the source and summit of the whole 
Church's worship and of the Christian life . . .” (Page 10.) 
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“For no Christian community can be built up unless it has as 
its basis and pivot the celebration of the holy Eucharist”. 
{Page 14.) 

“In the sacrifice of the Mass, in fact, Christ ofTcrs Himself for 
the salvation of the entire world'* {Page 17.) 

“The Eucharist is also presented to the faithful ‘as a medicine, 
by which we are freed from our daily faults and preserved from 
mortal sins’.” {Pages 25-26.) 

“In the mystery of the Eucharistic Sacrifice, in which the priest 
exercises his highest function, the work of our redemption is 
continually accomplished.” {Page 30.) 

“In Eucharistic Congresses Christians seek to understand this 
mystery more deeply . . . they . . . should venerate it through 
devotions and private prayers especially by solemn processions, 
in such a way that all these forms of devotion find their climax 
in the solemn celebration of the Mass.” {Page 40.) 

The next work we turn to is: “The Catholic Religion, With 
Peter and Under Peter”. Published in 1970 it is of special interest 
because at the beginning is a letter from G. Cardinal Villot, 
Secretary of State, Vatican City, in which he writes: 

“Having informed himself of its contents, the Holy Father desires 
that a personal message of gratification and congratulation be 
conveyed through the good offices of the Apostolic delegation 
to His Lordship, Bishop Stewart, on the publication of this work: 
it will be of outstanding value to teachers, parents and all 
those devoted to the teaching of the Catholic Church.” 



Note carefully the following quotations from that book: 

“THE SACRIFICE OF THE MASS. The Mass, before all else, 
is a sacrifice.” 



“The Sacrifice of the Mass is the sacrifice of the Cross.” {Page 
35.) 



“Devotion to Jesus Christ in the Eucharist is the heart of the 
spiritual life.” 

“Any new catechetical method of teaching children the doctrine 
of the Real Presence errs egregiously if it puts the presence of 
Christ in prayer, in the Word, in the assembly on the same foot- 
ing as His Presence in the Blessed Eucharist. In the Blessed 
Sacrament Jesus Christ is present in a unique way, different 
from any other kind of presence. To explain this presence merely 
as a sign or symbol or memorial is not to present properly 
Catholic Doctrine.” {Page 38.) 

“Holy Mass is a sacrifice, when the sacrifice is offered it is 
followed by a sharing of the Victim, communion. Greater em- 
phasis must be placed on the sacrificial aspect . . .” {Page 60.) 

“In Teaching children let them be taught that the Mass is first 
and foremost a Sacrifice.” {Page 61.) 
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Finally from a large and scholarly work I present just two 
brief quotations: 

“The Eucharist cures the diseases of the soul by purging it of 
venial sins and the temporal punishments due to sin.” {Page 
395.) 

“The Sacrifice of the Mass is not merely a sacrifice of praise 
and thanksgiving, but also a sacrifice of expiation and impetra- 
tion ... As a propitiatory sacrifice the Sacrifice of the Mass 
effects the remission of sins and the punishment for sins . . . 
the Eucharist Sacrifice of propitiation can, as the Council of 
Trent expressly asserted, be offered, not merely for the living, 
but also for the poor souls in Purgatory.” {Pages 412-413.) 
{“Fundamentals of Catholic Dogma”, by Ludwig Ott.) 

You will see that we have made a quite extensive survey of 
Roman Catholic teaching. We have used sources which are of 
recent date, are readily available, and are authorised statements. 
This is not what Protestant writers say about Roman teaching, 
it is what Roman Catholic writers have said concerning their own 
faith. In these quotations there are doctrinal matters which are 
too numerous for us to deal with in detail at this time. Therefore 
we will be selective. Note these things with care: 

1. Romanism claims that in the Mass the wafer is changed 
by an act of the priest, and that it is so changed that al- 
though it looks like bread, feels like bread, smells like bread 
and tastes like bread, it is not bread! It has, they claim, been 
changed into the body of Christ, it is the whole Christ, body 
and blood, soul and divinity. This is the doctrine of Tran- 
substantiation to which the 16th Century Reformers took 
exception, and to which we take equal exception. 

This change of substance is said to take place when the 
priest elevates the Host and says: “This is my body.” In 
Latin the wording is: “Hoc est corpus meum.” Roman Cath- 
olic writers are well aware of the difficulties involved in 
this doctrine of transubstantiation, for in “The Catholic Re- 
ligion” we read: 

“He is present whole and entire, body, blood, soul and godhead, 
both under the appearances of bread and under the appearances 
of wine. Chemical analysis or human science cannot demonstrate 
that the change has taken place. It is a special kind of change, 
absolutely unique. It is called sacramental. Such a change dan 
only be known through faith in the teaching of Christ and his 
Church, faith in the Word of God.” {Page 127.) 

Now, if that claim was really established on “the Word 
of God”, we would have no argument. But we deny the 
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validity of the Roman claim on this point. 

This doctrine of the Mass rests solidly on the assump- 
tion that the words of our Lord: “This is My body: this is 
My blood”, must be accepted as bald literalism. Nothing 
could be more ridiculous. If this were true Romanism would 
be cannibalism, for that is what cannibalism is, the eating of 
human flesh! Roman Catholic writers have seen this diffi- 
culty in their teaching, and have made their denials, but their 
logic is weak and their power to convince is still weaker. 

The Roman claim of transubstantiation flies in the face 
of sound Biblical interpretation. Our Lord said: “I am the 
Door”; “I am the Vine”; “I am the Good Shepherd”; are we 
to take these things as being literal, or do we have the com- 
mon sense to recognise our Lord’s use of symbols? 

In John 6, which Roman Catholic writers regard as 
their stronghold, it requires but little discernment to see that 
the words “eat” and “drink” are synonyms for believe. This 
our Lord made plain when He used the word “Believe” six 
times over in the passage (John 6:29, 35, 36, 40, 47 and 
64). And again when He said: “It is the spirit that quicken- 
eth, the flesh profiteth nothing; the words that I speak unto 
you, they are spirit, and they are life” (v.63). 

For another example of Biblical symbolism we may turn 
to 2 Samuel 23. There we read of David’s three mighty men, 
who, in the face of extreme danger, broke through the enemy 
ranks and brought to David a drink of water from the Well 
of Bethlehem. When David saw how those men had risked 
their lives, he refused to drink the water, saying: “Is not this 
the blood of the men that went in jeopardy of their lives?” 
(v.17). Would anyone suppose that David meant it was their 
actual blood? No, we understand that he spoke figuratively. 
We will be wise if we allow Scripture to interpret Scripture. 

When the Apostle Paul wrote to the Corinthian Church 
he included a dissertation on the Lord’s Supper, 1 Corinth- 
ians 11:23-34. We cannot help but be impressed with his 
words, “For as often as ye eat this bread, and drink this 
cup . . . whosoever shall eat this bread, and drink this cup 
. . . so let him eat of that bread, and drink of that cup . . 
(vv. 26, 27 and 28). In those words the Apostle sets forth 
the Lord’s Supper in its New Testament simplicity, a far 
cry from the Roman doctrine of transubstantiation! 



26 



2. The wafer used at the Mass is termed “the Host”, that is, 
the victim. This “victim” is presented at an altar, and the 
process is described as a sacrifice, indeed the full title of the 
Mass is “The Sacrifice of the Mass”. So that we may be quite 
clear on this point of Roman doctrine let us note these words: 

“Holy Mass is a SACRIFICE: when the sacrifice is offered, 
it is followed by a sharing of the VICTIM, communion. Greater 
emphasis must be placed on this sacrificial aspect.” (“The Cath- 
olic Religion With Peter and Under Peter’. Page 60.) 

3. This sacrifice of the Mass is said to be for sins. That this is 
so is made clear in the words uttered by the priest: 

“. . . this unblemished host which I . . . offer to You . . . FOR 
my countless sins, offences and failings, FOR all here present 
.” (“New St. Joseph Sunday Missal ”, Page 21.) 

4. It is claimed that it is by receiving the Host that grace and 
divine life are received: 

“. . . so that the First Communion may be seen as the full 
incorporation into the body of Christ.” (“Instruction on the 
Eucharist” , Page 15.) 

“. . . the partaking of the Body and Blood of Christ has no 
less an effect than to change us into what we have received." 
(“Instruction on the Eucharist”, Page 10.) 

So we see the claim is that there are two changes achiev- 
ed in the Mass! First we are told that the bread is changed 
into the body of Christ, then that that body received changes 
the recipient! 

5. This sacrifice of the Mass is termed an “unbloody sacrifice”, 
but it is said to be the same as that offered on Calvary: 

“Wc believe that the Mass ... is the sacrifice of Calvary rend- 
ered sacramentally present on our altars." (“The Catholic Re- 
ligion”, Page 14.) 

Having discovered what it is that the Roman Catholic 
Church teaches concerning the Mass we now affirm that we 
regard her doctrine to be utterly false and contradictory to the 
plain teaching of the Holy Scriptures. To establish that this is 
so we now turn to: 



A STUDY OF THE SCRIPTURES 



Hebrews, chapters seven, eight, nine and ten contain teach- 
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ing on the death of Christ which is at the same time both pro- 
found and simple. We learn of: 



1.— THE INADEQUACY OF PRIESTLY SACRIFICE 

“And every priest standeth daily ministering and offering 
oftentimes the same sacrifices, which can never take away sins.” 
(Hebrews 10:11) 

The writer was referring to the Aaronic priesthood, a priest- 
ly system which had been instituted by Divine command. It was 
a system in which sacrifices were offered daily in obedience to 
a Divine command, yet the Scriptures affirm they could “never 
take away sins”. 

Now, if that order of priests, which enjoyed Divine sanction, 
could never offer that which could take away sins, how can it 
be expected that the priests of Roman Catholicism, an order not 
instituted by God, and not recognised by God, can ever offer 
that which is effective for dealing with sin? 

Further, the Roman Mass is, as we have seen, termed an 
“unbloody sacrifice”. But Hebrews 9:22 affirms that “without 
shedding of blood is no remission”. So we see that Rome’s “un- 
bloody sacrifice” can have no efficacy. The Bible states plainly: 
“It is the blood that maketh an atonement for the soul” (Leviticus 
17:11). 

It is obvious that the priestly system of Rome and the sacri- 
fices she claims to offer have no place in the Christian faith. 



2.— THE FINALITY OF CHRIST’S SACRIFICE 

In Hebrews 9:26-28, we find the word “once” is repeated 
three times over. The Greek is “hapax”, and signifies “once for 
all”. Dean Alford comments on v.26: “once (for all, without need 
of renewal)”. On v.27 he says: “once (and no more) to die”. 
And on v.28: “once (for all) having been offered.” 

The writer to the Hebrews returns to his subject again in 
10:10-14. In v.10 he uses a strengthened form of the word “once”, 
in the Greek it is “ephapax”, “once for all”. It affirms that our 
Lord’s death at Calvary was a final, efficacious sacrifice which 
does not need repeating. 
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To these declarations in Hebrews we add 1 Peter 3:18 (which 
ought surely to have some significance for the Roman Church): 
“For Christ also hath once suffered for sins, the just for the 
unjust, that He might bring us to God.” 

How strange it is that in the face of such repeated affirm- 
ations Romanism teaches and practises a sacrificial offering in 
many places every day; indeed, has thousands of offerings every 
month! If Rome had 50,000 priests around the world (and she 
has many more than that), and each priest offered only one Mass 
each day, that would amount to over 38 million Masses each 
year! But, no matter what Roman doctrine may claim, those 
sacrifices, like the sacrifices of ancient Judaism, “can never take 
away sin.” In all the history of the world there has been only 
one sacrifice which was sufficient to deal with the sin problem, 
and that was the sacrifice which the Lord Jesus offered at Cal- 
vary: “But this man, after He had offered one sacrifice for sins 
for ever, sat down on the right hand of God . . .For by one offer- 
ing He hath perfected for ever them that are sanctified” (Hebrews 
10:12-14). 

Hebrews, chapters 7, 9 and 10, constitute an overpowering 
refutation of all Roman claims regarding the Mass. Seven times 
this passage thunders forth its truth, “once”, and those sounds 
come rolling down the centuries to us today, announcing the 
finality of an accomplished redemption. This finality of Christ’s 
sacrifice and the perfection of His priesthood sweep away for 
ever the claims of a sacrificing priesthood within the framework 
of a New Testament Christian Church. 

It is an indisputable fact that the heart of the Christian faith 
is the cross-work of Christ: 

“But God commendeth His love toward us, in that while we 
were yet sinners, Christ died for us” ( Romans 5:8). 

“For I determined not to know any thing among you, save Jesus 
Christ and Him crucified” (1 Corinthians 2:2). 

“For I delivered unto you first of all (as of first importance) 
how that Christ died for our sins ...” (1 Corinthians 15:3). 

Christ . . . “Who His own self bare our sins in His own body 
on the tree ...” (1 Peter 2:24). 

“Herein is love, not that we loved God, but that God loved us, 
and sent His Son to be the propitiation for our sins” (1 John 
4:10). 

“Lifted up was He to die, 

It is finished was His cry; 

Now in heaven exalted high, 

Hallelujah! what a Saviour.’' 
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“Once for all, O sinner believe it, 

Once for all, O brother believe it; 

Cling to the cross, thy burden shall fall, 

Christ has redeemed us, once for all." 

In the light of that truth let us strike one more blow at the 
Roman Mass. Article 28 of the 39 Articles of the Church of Eng- 
land refers to the teaching of Transubstantiation as being . . 
repugnant to the plain words of Scripture . . .” Believing that to 
be true, and having seen that the work of our Lord at the cross 
was a full and final settlement for sin, and recognising that the 
teaching of Rome regarding the Mass has no real foundation in 
the Scriptures, we must ask the question: “Whence came this 
teaching of the Mass?” To answer that question we now make — 



A SURVEY OF HISTORY 



Careful studies in history have shown beyond all reasonable 
doubt that much of Roman Catholic ritual and regalia has been 
adopted from ancient paganism. Indeed, some would go so far as 
to say that Romanism’s extra-Biblical facets of worship are so 
numerous as to constitute a form of worship which is actually 
paganism with only a mere veneer of Christianity! 

The following are just a few selected points which show 
the foundation for such a claim: — 

★ As the pagans of earlier days had called their priest “Pontifex 
Maximus”, so following Constantine’s profession of the Christ- 
ian faith this title was given to the Bishop of Rome. 

★ As pagans had adored and kissed the feet of their priest, so 
some began to adore and kiss the feet of the Bishop of Rome. 

★ As the “Pontifex Maximus” of pagan worship had been elected 
by the sacred college and wore a tiara, so the Pope was elected 
by the college of cardinals, and wore a three tier crown. 

★ As paganism had been marked by priests, religious orders, 
confraternities and vestal virgins, so all these things were em- 
braced by Romanism. 

★ As paganism had been characterised by the worship of Mother 
and Child, by idol processions, relic worship, candles, vest- 
ments, the rosary and the worship of the sacred heart — so 
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all these things were assimilated into the Roman Church until 
she ceased to be a true Church of the Lord Jesus Christ and 
manifested a predominance of pagan practices! 

But the primary point of our interest in all this is that along 
with these matters already listed there was another feature of 
pagan worship called an “unbloody sacrifice” of a small round 
cake. Reference is made to this in the Scriptures: “The children 
gather wood, and the fathers kindle the fire, and the women 
knead their dough, to make cakes to the queen of heaven, and to 
pour out drink offerings unto other gods, that they may provoke 
Me to anger” (Jeremiah 7:16-18). 

Also, included in those pagan beliefs was a fable god who 
changed himself into a grain of corn. 

It was by the adoption of such pagan beliefs and practices, 
and by accommodating the Scriptures to them, that Rome ceased 
to be a Christian Church, perverting Bible doctrines and placing 
faith in a wafer god! 

The Protestant rejection of the Mass is well crystallised in 
the Church of England’s 39 Articles, when Article 31 states: 

• . the sacrifice of the Masses, in the which it was commonly 
said, that the Priest did offer Christ for the quick and the dead, 
to have remission of pain or guilt, were blasphemous fables, and 
dangerous deceits." 

To make one further point — in the Eucharist the wafer 
must be round. This was illustrated in the Eucharistic symbol of 
the wafer and chalice which was emblazoned on a thousand 
flags throughout Melbourne during the period of the 40th Inter- 
national Eucharistic Congress. Roman Catholic teaching lays 
much stress on this shape. For use in the Mass the wafer must 
be whole and complete. We are prompted to ask the question: 
Why is the Church of Rome so concerned for the wholeness of 
this round wafer? 

There is no Scripture which requires this. The idea is not 
inherited from the Jewish Passover, neither does it come from 
the Institution of the Lord’s Supper, for in neither of these is 
there any reference to the form of the bread. What, then, is the 
origin of this disc used in the Mass? I suggest that this round 
wafer was inherited from the ancient sun-worshippers. 

The worship of both Egypt and Babylon involved the disc 
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as a symbol of the sun. It is interesting to note that a number 
of Egyptian pictures show the disc representing the sun enclosed 
in symbolic cow horns in the shape of a lyre. There is a remark- 
able similarity between that heathen symbol and the symbol of 
wafer and chalice used in Melbourne for the 40th International 
Eucharistic Congress! Unintentional perhaps, but the similarity 
is still there. 

In the worship of Baal the sun symbol was also employed, 
and this is referred to in the Bible. We read that at the time of 
Josiah’s revival: “. . . they brake down the altars of Baalim in 
his presence, and the images (margin: sun-images) that were on 
high above them” (2 Chronicles 3:4). 



Whilst we recognise that similarity does not guarantee iden- 
tity, yet the prominence given to the sun symbol in Roman 
Catholic architecture and ceremony does, we believe, indicate 
the influence of paganism upon the worship of the early Roman 
Church, an influence which has not yet been rejected. The influ- 
ence of the Emperor Constantine on the Christian Church can 
be clearly traced. The historian Gibbon writes: 

“The Christianity of Constantine must be allowed in a much 
more vague and qualified sense ... It was an arduous task to 
eradicate the habits and prejudices of his education, and to 
acknowledge the divine power of Christ, and to understand that 
the truth of His revelation was incompatible with the worship of 
the gods . . His liberality restored and enriched the temples of 

the gods . . . but the devotion of Constantine was more peculiarly 
directed to the genius of the Sun, the Apollo of Greek and 
Roman mythology . . . the altars of Apollo were crowned with 
the votive offerings of Constantine . . . The Sun was universally 
celebrated as the invincible guide and protector of Constan- 
tine . . .” (" Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire ”, Chap. 20). 
See also comments by Alexander Hislop concerning the “round 
wafer”, “ The Two Babylons”, p.159-63. 

The sun symbol is again used on the Monstrance, the shrine 
in which the Host is shown in the Roman Catholic Church. The 
Monstrance is topped with a sunburst, and before this the Rom- 
anist must bow and worship the little wafer as God! 

I read from “Instruction on the Eucharist”, page 17: 



• ■ all the faithful ought to show to this most holy sacrament 
the worship which is due to the true God . .." 

Again, from “The Credo of the People of God”, by Pope 
Paul VI: 



32 



. . it is our very sweet duty to honour and adore in the 
blessed Host which our eyes see, the Incarnate Word, Whom 
they cannot sec, and Who, without leaving heaven, is made pres- 
ent before us.'* 

This teaching of the real presence of Christ in the Host, of 
transubstantiation, lies at the very heart of the Mass. But we are 
convinced, with P. T. Forsyth, that: 

“Transubstantiation is a mere empty idea when we follow it up 
and track its suggestions to their inmost cell”. ('T he Church and 
the Sacraments ”. Page 247) . 



We also feel with John Wesley: 

“But the greatest abuse of all in the Lord's Supper is, the wor- 
shipping the consecrated bread. And this the Church of Rome 
not only practises but positively enjoins.” 

“The Romans themselves grant that if Christ is not present in 
the Lord's Supper, this is idolatry . . .” (Works, Vol. 10). 

In view of all that we have set forth — is that not what 
Romanism amounts to — idolatry? No matter how we examine 
Roman Catholicism we discover that she is indeed paganism 
overlaid with a veneer of Christianity! No matter how much Rome 
makes superficial changes to her worship, and no matter how 
much some Roman theologians speak of being unhappy about 
some of the official teachings of their Church regarding the Mass, 
we must insist that they go further and deal with the heart of the 
matter. Let them reject these falsehoods, as did their predecessors 
the 1 6th Century reformers, for once this hurdle is passed, other 
errors will soon be cast away. 

Now, the inevitable question will arise in the minds of some: 

“Does it really matter?” 

“Should we be concerned?” 

“Ought we to engage in controversy?” 

The first reply is this — the 16th Century reformers thought 
this matter of the Mass to be important. It is a fact of history 
that it was for this very thing that most of the English martyrs 
lost their lives. This is how Bishop Ryle has summed up the 
English situation: 

“The principal reason why they were burned was because they 
refused one of the peculiar doctrines of the Romish Church. On 
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that doctrine, in almost every case, hinged their life or death. 
If they admitted it they might live; if they refused it, they must 
die. 

“The doctrine in question was the real presence of the body and 
blood of Christ in the consecrated elements of bread and wine 
. (“Five English Reformers ”, Page 27). 



Ryle documents the subject extensively, and proves beyond 
a shadow of doubt that this Romish doctrine of transubstantia- 
tion, of the “real presence” of Christ in the Mass, which is so 
readily accepted as of little significance by so many “Protestants” 
of our day, was so repugnant to those English reformers that they 
preferred to die at the marytr’s stake rather than accept it! 

If those men were so concerned to make a stand for the 
truth of God’s Word, ought not Protestants of our day to weigh 
the situation carefully, and if they be men convinced of the auth- 
ority of Holy Scripture, to say so? It is my own personal convic- 
tion that we ought to be concerned, and we ought to be prepared 
to declare our understanding of the Gospel of Christ, even though 
it may make us unpopular. You see Christians have had laid 
upon them — 



A SOLEMN RESPONSIBILITY 

“Beloved, when I gave all diligence to write to you of the 
common salvation, it was needful for me to write unto you, and 
exhort you that ye should earnestly contend for the faith which 
was once delivered unto the saints” (Jude v.3). The word “once” 
used by Jude is the same word that we saw in the letter to the 
Hebrews, “hapax”, that is, “once for all”. Bishop Ellicott com- 
ments: . . once for all delivered. No change in it is possible.” 

The meaning is that in the Scriptures we have all the essential 
doctrines of the Gospel. That is the conviction expressed in 
Article VI of the 39 Articles of Religion: 

“Holy Scripture containeth all things necessary to salvation; so 
that whatsoever is not read therein, nor may be proved thereby, 
is not to be required of any man, that it should be believed as 
an article of the faith, or be thought requisite or necessary to 
salvation . . .” 

We are, then, to keep God’s Word inviolate, not substract- 
ing from it, not adding to it and not altering it in any way. In 
that statement we touch on another area of major conflict be- 
tween the Roman Catholic and the Reformed position, for the 
Roman tradition is that Holy Scripture is not, of itself, a sufficient 
guide to the purposes of God. 
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Our argument with Romanism is that she has altered the 
plain word of the Gospel in her doctrine of the Mass. She has 
subtracted from the Scriptures, for she has taken away the original 
simplicity. She has added to the Scriptures, for she declares the 
wafer used in the Mass to undergo changes and to impart virtues, 
which things have no foundation in the Scriptures. She has 
altered the Word of God, for if our Lord’s apostles were to see 
the Roman Mass they would never recognise it as having any 
relationship to the Lord’s Supper as received, observed and taught 
by themselves. 

In denouncing the Mass we contend for the true Biblical 
Christian faith, and we feel obligated to make these convictions 
known for many reasons. 



L— THE TEACHING OF THE MASS DENIES THE 
SCRIPTURES 

The Scriptures affirm that our Blessed Lord “was once of- 
fered to bear the sins of many”. 

The Mass requires an endless multiplicity of sacrifices. 

2.— THE TEACHING OF THE MASS DISHONOURS THE 
SAVIOUR 

Whilst claiming to worship the Lord Jesus Christ, Romanism 
denies the efficacy of His one sacrifice and dares to offer to God 
a wafer of bread with this prayer: 

“May our sacrifice be so offered in Your sight this day that 
it may please You, Lord God” (“New St. Joseph Sunday Missal" , 
Page 22 ) . 



Please Him!! It is the most horrible pretence and an offence 
to Him, for it is contrary to Scripture. 

3.— THE TEACHING OF THE MASS DECEIVES THE 
SINNER 

This is what the Mass does, it takes the eyes of men from 
the person of Christ, from the Saviour of sinners, and directs 
them to a wafer which is no saviour! The Mass keeps men from 
Christ and lets them die with their faith in that which can never 
save the soul. Hear again that faith which Romanism professes 
(we quote from the New Saint Joseph Sunday Missal): 
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. . this unblemished host Which I . . . offer to You . . . for 
my countless sins . . . may ft ; f>efp both them and me unto sal- 
vation and eternal life’’ (page . £l). 

. . take this sacrifice to altar in heaven. Then, as we 

receive from this attar the sacied body and blood of Your Son, 
let us be filled with every and blessing” (page 32) . 

“May this mingling and consecration of the Body and Blood 
of the Lord Jesus Christ help us who receive it to life everlasting” 
(page 37). 

“May Your Body, O Lord, which I have eaten, and Your Blood 
which I have drunk, cleave to my very soul, and grant that no 
trace of sin be found in me, whom these pure and holy mysteries 
have renewed” (page 41). 

Or, consider these words from “Instruction on the Euch- 
arist”: 

. . the partaking of the Bfcdy and Blood of Christ has no 
less an effect than to change us into what we have received" 
(page 10). , ' 

“The Eucharist is also presented to the faithful ‘as a medicine, 
by which we are freed from our daily faults and preserved 
from mortal sin’” (page 25-2fr). 

“. . . it is clear that the frequent or daily reception of the 
Blessed Eucharist increases union with Christ, nourishes the spir- 
itual life more abundantly, strengthens the soul in virtue and 
gives the communicant a stronger pledge of eternal happiness. 
Parish priests, confessors and preachers will frequently and zeal- 
ously exhort the Christian people to this holy and salutary prac- 
tice” (page 27). 

As a result of such unscriptural teaching we have multitudes 
who follow Roman doctrine faithfully — but they have been 
deceived! Their minds have been “corrupted from the simplicity 
that is in Christ”. How tragic it is that such should still take 
place in our enlightened agt! 

An Editorial in the Melbourne “Age”^ (17-2-73) reads: 
“Mercifully, the congress has been (with one or two minor excep- 
tions) free from the attack* df such bigots.” Here we have, and 
from the pen of a supposedly wcli-mformed man, a statement 
which indicates an appalling ignorhrtcet But this man is not alone. 
There are many who interpret ahy challenge to Romanism as 
bigotry and bitterness. So t&f as we . are concerned, that simply 
is not true. Is a physician * bigoi; biause he is against disease, 
or is he a dedicated man Who seeks the weh-b&ng of his fellows? 
Is the judge who sits on the bench bigot because he condemns 
falsehood, or is he a mart about honesty in society? 

The question follows, is" af exposes the unscriptural 



teachings of Romanism a bigot, or is it just possible that he has 
a concern for Biblical truth and a feouine love for the souls of 
men? Sometimes we caanot escape the conviction that men who 
run the mass media write without taking the trouble to establish 
the facts. They employ emotive words, and simply seek to capit- 
alise on situations, rather than stand for truth. 

I say again, we have nothing but the love of Christ in our 
hearts for men, whether they be Roman Catholics, Moslems, 
Hindus, Animists or Communists, The controversy under consid- 
eration is with a system, headod by the Papacy, and it is because 
that system holds doctrines which are contrary to the Scriptures. 



4.— THE TEACHING OF THE MASS DAMNS THE SOUL 



The Mass points men to that which can never take away 
sins, and leaves them on the broad way which leads to destruc- 
tion! v 



We expose the error, and say with the Apostle Paul, “Breth- 
ren, my heart’s desire and prayer to God for Israel (Romanists) 
is, that they might be saved, For 1 bear them record that they 
have a zeal of God, but not a^pcording to knowledge. For they 
being ignorant of God’s righteousness, and going about to estab- 
lish their own righteousness, have "not submitted themselves unto 
the righteousness of God. For Christ is the end of the law for 
righteousness to everyone tHa£ bcheveth” (Romans 10:1-4). 



That is the giblical Christian ffith, that is the message of 
the Protestant faith. That is Good News of the Gospel. Christ 
has opened the way to salvation and heaven — no more sacrifices 
are required. 



The Church of Rome men look to a wafer, and on the 
false doctrine of leads them away from the 

true God. Biblical Protest*H|i^ ^thers up and crystallises the 
Gospel into one Sacred text sends it forth with fervent and 
imperishable tones: “Behold tfjfe Lamb of God, which taketh away 
the sin of the world” (John God grant that we all, Prot- 

estant and Romanist alike, may artpbor our faith in that sublime 
truth, and in the only Saviour, our Lord Jesus Christ. 
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